This paper analyzes the relationship between property crime and socioeconomic factors by choosing section data of American states from 2011 to 2015. The research shows that: 1) The factors-unemployment rate, median household income and education level do not strong affect the change of property crime; the covered people of unemployment insurance policy and law enforcement are significant for variance to property crime. 2) Economic determinants should be included in the model of criminal activity, but the economic model does not explain the overall change in crime rates.
Introduction
In this paper, we analyze the relationship between property crime and socioeconomic factors. Our data is cross-sectional data. Our model and outcomes of property crime and five socioeconomic explanatory variables predict that: 1) neither economic nor non-economic factors appear to be more important in influencing property crime rates. 2) Law enforcement has strong negative relationship with property crime.
3) The covered number of employees by unemployment insurance policy has strong positive relationship with property crime.
The empirical analysis using cross-sectional data from Bureau of Labor Statistics and uniform crime reporting of Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) provide empirical support to these predictions.
It is not doubt that property crime is a serious social problem in United State. crimes did not result in the arrest, charging and prosecution of a suspect, according to government statistics (John Gramlich, 2017) [2] .
Therefore, what is the professional definition of property crime? According to the introduction of FindLaw, property crime is a category of crime that includes the offenses of burglary, larceny-theft, motor vehicle theft, and arson. It is a crime to obtain money, property, or some other benefit. This may involve force, or the threat of force, in cases like robbery or extortion (FindLaw, 2017) [3].
Beyond questions, property crime has correlation with socioeconomic factors. More specifically, this paper empirically investigates the importance of gun law, unemployment rate, median household income, unemployment insurance policy and educational condition in explaining the change of property crime.
Economic Theory
In this section, we offer a regression model to demonstrate the relationship between the property crime and socioeconomic factors.
Firstly, we predicted that the law enforcement for an explanatory variable. In this model, "L" uses to present law enforcement or gun law. The reason added this explanatory variable is that, from underlying theories, the law enforcement has strong relationship with the successful possibility of property crime-specially the gun law. Since empirically, if the criminals take the gun and rob, they have more threaten for victims and more likely to success. As a result, the dummy variable-gun law added in the model. We estimate that gun law has two side impacts (positive or negative) on property crime, since gun can use to help the criminals and can act as a deterrent for victims.
Secondly, we predicted that the unemployment rate for an explanatory varia- Jarrell, 1987) [6] .
Thirdly, we predicted that the median household income for an explanatory variable. In this model, "I" uses to present the median household income. In similar circumstances, the people with desirable wages are less likely to steal. The combination of poverty with opportunity leads to property crime (John Gramlich, 2017) [2] . We estimate that high income will cause less property crime since more income will decrease the incentive of property crime.
Fourthly, we predicted that the number of employee covered by unemployment insurance policy for an explanatory variable. In this model, "UI" uses to present the number of employee covered by unemployment insurance policy.
Because people who covered by unemployment insurance policy will be less anxious for poverty when they loss their job. Therefore, we estimate that more people covered by unemployment insurance policy will cause less property crime since unemployment policy will decrease the incentive of property crime.
Fifthly, we predicted that the education level for an explanatory variable. In this model, "E" uses to present the education level. Because the education can foster the rule of law and have more intelligent and social consideration about the property crime. The data of high school graduate percentage rate uses in the model since high school degree is enough to develop a mindset of acting within law. We estimate that high percentage of high school graduate will cause less property crime since more percentage of high school graduate will decrease the incentive of property crime.
Empirical Analysis

Data
In this model, the data of dependent variable "Property Crime" collected from 
Estimation Framework
Based on the Eviews outcome (which is in Appendix Table 1 ), the regression function is specific as follows: 
Adjusted R-squared = 0.1174. N = 51 (Sample based on year of 2014)
We try to use the right-log form for the variable "Unemployment Rate" and "Education Level" since both two are percentage change for independent variable. However, from printout of Eviews (which is in Appendix Table 2 ), the change of form does not improve the model much. It does decrease the standard error of "Law Enforcement" and slight improve adjusted R-squared. However, it strong increases the standard error of two variables "Unemployment Rate" and "Education Level". As a result, we reject the right-log model.
From the outcome of Eviews, we find that the adjusted R-squared is very small. On the other hand, the standard error is great for variables "Law Enforcement", "Unemployment Rate", "Unemployment Insurance Policy" and "Education Level". The sign of coefficient about variables "Law Enforcement", "Unemployment Rate", "Median Household Income" and "Unemployment Insurance Policy" are very different with what we predicted. The P value of variables "Unemployment Rate", "Median Household Income", and "Education Level" are great so that they are not significant at 0.1 level. Since the most of variables' standard error are huge so that the confidence intervals also are broad.
In conclusion, the overall goodness of fit is not good. As a result, from our sample and model, neither economic nor non-economic factors appear to be more important in influencing property crime rates.
We also run a Ramsey RESET Test using Eviews (which is in Appendix Table   3 ), the number of fitted term is 2. From the Ramsey RESET Test, the P value is 0.0047, under 0.1 significant lever, we cannot reject null hypothesis, and as a result, there are some problems of omitted variable in the model.
To test the problem of multicollinearity, we also use the coefficient covariance (which is in Appendix Finally, we do the residual graph (Appendix Figure 1) , B-P test (Appendix Table 6 ) and white test (Appendix Table 7 ) to check the possibility of getting problem of heteroscedasticity. From the residual graph, the variable "Unemployment Insurance Policy" may has the problem of heteroscedasticity since the residual graph like a corn shape. From the outcome of B-P test, the P-value is 0.3134, which is insignificant at 0.1 level. Furthermore, from the outcome of White test, the P value is 0.1779 that also is insignificant at 0.1 level. As a result, we conclude that there are some problems of heteroscedasticity in the model.
For the remedies, we suggest to use the Heteroscedasticity-Corrected Standard
Error (Appendix Table 8 ). Finally, we choose the Heteroscedasticity-Corrected
Standard Error and do not change other data.
Concluding Remarks
In this paper, we analyze the relationship between property crime and socioeconomic factors, using cross-section data of each state in U.S.A. We built a regression model using the explanatory variables "Law Enforcement", "Unemployment Rate", "Unemployment Insurance Policy", "Median Household Income"
and "Education Level" to explain the "Property Crime".
Our main empirical findings based on the Eviews are out of our expectation.
Interestingly, from our sample and model, neither economic nor non-economic factors appear to be more important in influencing property crime rates. The factors-unemployment rate, median household income and Education Level do not strongly affect the change of property crime. The covered people of unemployment insurance policy and law enforcement are significant for effect to property crime. There is a significant outcome relating with the variables "covered number of employees by unemployment insurance". From the actual outcome of regression model using Eviews (Appendix Table 8 ), the coefficient of variable "covered number of employees by unemployment insurance" is 88.73031. It means that, holding other variables constant, if the number of employee covered by unemployment insurance policy increases 1000, approximately, the dependent variable "property crime" will increase 89 cases.
In conclusion, the results suggest that, even though economic determinants are important and should be included in models of criminal activity, an economic model does not account for the total variation in crime rates. Other disciplinary theories or a synthesis of these theories may reduce the unexplained variation (Roy M. Howsen and Stephen B. Jarrell, 1987) [6] . Figure 1 . Residual graph.
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